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Dear Mr. Crapo:

Thank you for submitting your plan of operation for your Drum
Slate Project, T. t4 S. , R. l-O W. , Section 27.

This letter is to inform you that the initial review of your plan
of Operation has found that the Plan does not contain a complete
description of the proposed operations und.er 3809.40j- (b) . The
information that will be needed to complete the review of the
Plan of Operation is as follows:

1-.) Description of Operations: A description of the equipment,
devices, or practices that will be used during operations.
include:

o A map, at an appropriate sca1e, of the project area
showing the location of mining activity, waste rock
and tailJ_ngs stockpile areas, and access routes.

o Preliminary designs, cross-sections, and operating
plans for mining areas, and waste rock and tailings
stockpile areas.

o Water management p1ans.
o Plans for access foads.

2.1 Reclamation Plan: A plan for reclamation with a description
of the equipment, devices, or practices proposed includ.ing,
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3. ) rnterim Management plan: A plan to manage the project areaduring periods of temporary closure that includes:
o Measures to stabilize excavations and workings.
o Provisions for the storage or removal of equi_pment,supplies, and structures.
o Measures to maintain the project in a safe and cleancondition.
o Plans for monitoring site conditions durinq periods ofnon-operation,
o A schedule of anticipated periods of

during which the interim manaqement
implemented.

o Provisions for notifying BLM of un-planned or extended
temporary closures.

4-) The reclamation cost esti-mate is inadequate to cover anyfurther work at the site. once an adequat.e mine andreclamation plan are formulated an appropriate reclamation
cost estimate can be determined.

The Plan received by our office contains several discrepanciesthat may be cleared up by a more detailed plan containing theinformation listed above. The plan mentions a 400, cut made toaccess the slate. The map included with the plan indicates a cutof over 2000' would be necessary. The submitled plan says thatthe tailings will be placed over the edge below the slate 1ayer.This would result in the tailings being dispersed to the bottomof the slope; t.hus, significantly increasing the area that wouldbe in need of reclamation at the end of the project.

A note giving reasons for finding the stone locatable rather thansaleable was also included with the submitted plan of operation.A 1-969 case, Mcclarty vs. u.s. set t.he standard for det.ermining
cofirmon versus un-common wariety with t.hree criteria. Thecriteria are that the deposit in question must be compared to
common mineral materials in the region or the market area; thedeposit in question must have a unique quality; and that uniquequality must give the deposit a distinct value. The informationsubmitted is insufficient to determine whet.her the deposit is
common or un-common. According to decisions by the rnteriorBoard of Land Appeals (IBLA), co1or, texture, size of deposit,uniformity of the deposit, thickness, hardness, resistance toweatheringr, trade-name status, nor location, have been found togive deposits a unique quality that would a11ow them to beconsidered un-conrmon .

Please arrange a meeting at the site with Larry Garahana ormyself- we are available to meet with you to clarify the points

temporary closure
plan would be
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in this letter. othervrise, if you have any questions, preasefeel free to contact us at (435) 743-3126 and (435) 743-3125,respectively,

Sincerely,

7z:3^/
Geologist
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